
Attachment 1

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY;CONTROL .tSUAlW
CENTRAL V~ .BY REGION

RESOLUTION NO. RS-200.2-0127

A.ME1WING THE W ATBR QUAIlTY .CONTROL PLAN
FOR

T8B SACRA.MENTO roVER AND SAN JOAQ~ RIVER BABINS
TO ADOPT SITE SPECIFIC pH AND T1:.JRBmITY OB.TBCTIVES FOR DEER.

CR.EErC IN EL DORADO AND SACRA"MENTO COUNTIES

WHERBASt the Ca1ifomia Regional" Water Quality Control ;BoaT~ Central
V alley Rogio~ (hereafter Board) .finds that the amennm~t to the Wate! Quality Control
Plan for the Sacram~ River and San Joaquin River Basins (Basin Plan) was developed
in accordance with Califomia Wa.ter Code Section 13240t etseq.; and

WHEREAS. the Fedcral Clem Water Act (CW A) requires the Board to develop
water quality objectives which are sufficient to prote;ct beneficial uses designated for eachwater bod)! found within its region; ~ .

WHEREAS. the cmrentBasin Plan c~Lains pH objectives that are based on a
limited ~ from background conditions when the pH is within a. safe range (6.5 to
8.5); 'and

WEEREAS,. the natural pH of Deer ~ fluctuates widely ~g compliance
with ~ cUIICDt obj ective infeasible; and

WEBREAS, site specific data for Deer Creek show that the resident aquatic 1ife is
fully protected by pH fluctus.tions with in the safe range of 6.5 to 8.5; 'an6

\VHBREAS. the 1986 USEP A Quality Criteria for Water do not limit the amount
of change when the pH ranges from 6.5 to 9 which is gcrlcrally considered a' safe range
for freshwatei: aquatic life; and

WHEREAS. the current general obj ecrive for waterE with 0-5 NTU tm-bidity~ the; change to One turbidity UDit; and .

wHEREAS,.there is no known aquatic life impacts when turbidity is below 5
NTU in small :flowing waters; and

WBBREAS. the most se.nsitive bcneficial use at vcry low turbidities is reCreation
(aesthetics); and

WHEREAS, iliae is no aesthetic diffcrcnce in small flowing streams between 0
and 5 NTU; and



~OLU'I'IONNO. 5-2002-0127
AMmm1\mNT TO .ADOPT Sn'E SPEaFlC .
pH AND nmBIDlTY AMENDMENTS FOR. .
DEER ~ rn EL DORADO AND SArn.A:MENTO COm..rrIES

WHEREAS, the proposed ~endmen~ are based on site specific data. and C1nI'ent
scieJICe on the effects of pH and turbidity on ~ beneficial uses of Deer Creek; and

WHEREAS. the amCDdm~t proposed for adoptionintD the Basin.Plan will revise
Chapter 3 'OW ater Quality Objectives" of the Basin Plan to adopt site specific pH and
tm"bidity objectives for Deer Creek in El Dorado and SacrammlW co11nties; 8nd

wHEREAS. the am~d!!1ent will resolve a compliance problcm for discharges of
highlytr eated wastewater into Deer Creek; and

WHEREAS, there is no impact on do:wnstream waters within the range ofproposed objectives; and .

WEBREAS, the Board has considered the costsofimplemcnting the atncndment.,
and :finds these costs to be a reasonable burdcn. relative to the CIlviru:im:l.enta1 benefits;.and

WHEREAS, The basin plmmin.g process has b~ certified as "fImctionally
equivalcnf' to. the California Envirorixncntal Q~ Act requjrcm~ts for ~aring
eD.,,-nOI"I-,enml do~CD:ts and is. therefore. cxcmpt from those requiremCD:ts (Public
Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.); and

WHEREAS, Board staff bas prepared a.draft amendmcnt and staff report dated
February 2002; and

"W.EmREAS, Board staffhave prep~ a Notice of Filing and an enviromnenta.1
checklist that indicates that the; proposed am~d!!!~t results in no potential for adverseeffect, either individually qr ~1Jlatively, on wildlife; mid .

WHEREAS, Board staffhas prepared and circu1ated .the dIa:ft ~~nmS]t. stafi'
report:. Notice of Filing. cnviroDmcntal ch~.ck1L~ to interested .individuals ~ public
agencies for review and comm~t in accordance with state and federal cnvirOmD~J
regulations (23 CCR Section 3775, 40 CPR 25, and 40 CPR. 131); and

Vi7EEREAS, the Regiorial Board held a public hearing on 19 July 2002, for the
pmpose of receiving testimony on the proposed Basin Plan amcndmcnt. Notice of the
public healing was sent to all interested persons and published in accordance with
California Water Code, Se...,--non 13244; and

" WHEREAS. a Basin p~ amcndm~t must be approved by the SWRCB. Office
of .Anm;,,;~'tive Law (OAL). and USEPA beforebecommg e:ffective; and

WHEREAS. the miencbn~tis consistcnt with the State Antidegrada1ion Policy
(State Watcr Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Resolu1ionNo. 68-16). in that the
changes to watcr qua1ity objectives (i) coDsidcr Tn~1I'imum benefits to the people of the
state. (ii) will not umcasonably affect present and anticipated bmeficial ~ of watms.

,.., -- ...



~OLlJ110NNO. '5-2002-0127
AJ\.mNDMBNT TO .ADOPT SITE SPECIFIC
pH .AND 1tm.BIDm" .AMENDMENTS FOR
DEER CF.BEK. rn EL DORADO AND SA~.AMEN1'O COtn-.mES

and (ill) will not result in water quality less than that prescn"bed .in policies. Like'Wise, the
m1~d:!r1~t is. consistCIIt with the fedcral Antidegl"adation Policy (40 CPR 131.12); and

WHEREAS, the regu1B.tory action proposed meets the "Necessity" standard of the
Administrative Procedures Act, Gov~~eIrt Code, section 11353, subdivision (b):
Therefore be it

RESOLVED, pursuant to Section 13240, et seq. of the CaIifomia Water Code, the
Board, after consid.ering the ~ recor~ including oral testimony at the hearing, hereby
adopts the amendment to the Basin Plan as set forth in the attaf'~cnt; and be it fmther

RESOLVED, that the Acting Exec'lItive Officer is directed to forward copies of
the Basin Plan amendment to the SWRCB in accordance with the requirements of
Section 13245 ofllie California WatcrCode; and be it further

RESOLVED J that the Regional. Board requests that the SWRCB approve. the
Basin Plan amendment in accordance with the requircmcnts of Sections 13245 and 13246
of the Califomia Watcr Code and forward it.t:o OAL and ~ USEP A; .and be it further

RESOLVED, if dming its approval process theSWRCB or OAr. det~mes that
minor, non-substantive con-ections to the laD.gua,ge of the amen.dm~t are needed for
c1arit)1 or consist~ t the Executive Officer may make. such ~e~ and shall infODIl
the Board of any such changes; and be it fm1her

RESOLVED. th~ Executive Officer is authorized to sign aCrificate of Fee
Exemption and following approval of the Basin Plan am.~ent by the USEP A submit
this Ccrtificate in lieu of payment oIthe Department ofFish and Game filing fee to the
Secretary for Resomces; and be it furthcr

RESOL VBD, the CDviromnental documents prepared by Board staff pursuant to
Public Resomces Code Section 21080.5 is hereby certified and, following approval oftbe
Basm Plan amCD.dmCD.t by the SWRCB, the Executive Officer shall file a Notice of
'Decision with the State Clearinghouse.

1, THOMAS R. PrnKOS. Acting Executive Officer. do hereby certify the foregoing is a
full. tme. and con-ect copy of a Resolution adopted by the Califomia Regional Wate!'
Quality Control Board. Central Valley Region. on 19 July 2002.

II' , (I? ""
~.A;':~:i:J ;;t'~:1'~

moMAS R. P~os. Acting Executive Officerr



ArtACH~T
RESOLU'I'lQNNO. 5-2002-0127
A~~T - TQ BASlli" PLAN

TO ADOPT sm SPBC;IFtC~'::AND TURBmITY OBJECTIVES FOR
DEER.. CREBKm BL DORADO AN.b SACRA.MENTO COUNTIES

ReviSe Basin Plan sections as follows:

CHAPTER. m - WATER QUALlTY OBJECnVES

Add the following sentcnce to the end of~ £'pH section" on page n.6.00:

For Deer .Creek. sofuce to Co~es River. !2H Shall not be deDTessed below 6.5 nor
raised above 8.5.

Add the following to tho end of the "'Tmbidity section" on page m- 9.00:

For Deer Creek. source to Cosumnes River:
. . Vlhcn the dilution ratio for discharges is less than 20: 1 and where natural

tui"biditv is less that 1 N ~helometric Turbiditv Unit (NT'(J). dischar2es shall not
cause the receivinQ: water dailv averae:e turbiditv to exceed 2 ::\:'ImJs or dailv

. marimum turbiditv to exceed 5 NTUs. Where natural turbiditv is betwecn 1 ~d
5 NTUs. discharg:ers shall not cause receivinQ: water dailv avera2e tmbiditv to
increase more than 1 NTU ordailv maximum mrbiditt,r to exceed 5 NTUs

. . 'Where dischar2e dilution ratio is 20:1 or gI:eater. or where natural turbiditv is
rzreater than 5 NTUs. the g:~era1 turbiditv obiectives shall RUDlv..

~;~



Attachment 2

Gray Davis
GovernorSacramento Main Office

Internet Address: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb5
3443 Routier Road, Suite A, Sacramento, California 95827-3003

Phone (916) 255-3000. FAX (916) 255-3015

Thomas R. Pinkos
Executive Officer

TO: FROM:Stan Martinson, Chief
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resources Control Board

SIGNATURE: ~ ~ RP~4 December 2002DATE:

SUBJECT: MINOR, NON-SUBSTANTIVE CORRECTIONS TO THE LANGUAGE OF THE BASIN
PLAN AMENDMENT ADOPTED IN RESOLUTION NUMBER RS-2002-0127,
ADOPTING SITE SPECIFIC pH AND TURBIDITY OBJECTNES FOR DEER CREEK
IN EL DORADO AND SACRAMENTO COUNTIES.

At a Regional Board hearing on 17 July 2002, our Board members adopted a resolution to amend the
Basin Plan to incorporate site specific pH and turbidity Objectives for Deer Creek in EI Dorado and
Sacramento Counties. Deer Creek is a seasonally effluent dominated water body. The subject Basin
Plan amendments set site specific pH and turbidity objectives that are applicable only to Deer Creek in
EI Dorado and Sacramento Counties. The Basin Plan amendment will solve a current regulatory
problem that is common to effiuent dominated water bodies.

The Resolution pennits me, as the Regional Board Executive Officer, to make minor, non-substantive
corrections to the language of the Basin Plan amendment if the Office of Administrative Law (OAL) or
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) determines during the approval process that the
corrections are needed for clarity or consistency.

The SWRCB has detennined that the corrections set forth below are necessary for clarity. Therefore, I
hereby make the following minor, non-substantive corrections to the language of the Amendment:

a. To the Resolution R5-2002-0127 (Attachment A) add the following:

"Add the following sentence after the general pH objective and immediately preceding the site-
specific objectives for pH in Goose Lake on page 111-6.00:

The in its entire or the
.listed water bodies:" ~

. '_-.:I
D \1 Q B.-YV.1

{X..;8oa ~. ~-

9 2O0ZDEC

Central Valley Region
Winston H. Hickox Robert Schneider, Chair

Secretary for
Environmental

Protection



Stan Martinson -2- 4 December 2002

b. On page 2-5 of the Staff Report (Attachment B), which shows the changes to the Basin Plan pages,
add the following language after the general pH objective and prior to the Goose Lake objective:

" The in its entire or

the listed water bodies:".

If you have any questions please contact Ms.. Lori Webber of my staff at (916) 255-0745.

cc: wi Attachments
Joanna Jensen
Water Quality Planning Unit
Division of Water Quality



Attachment A

A Tf ACHMENT
RESOLUTION NO. 5-2002-0127

AMENDMENT TO BASIN PLAN
TO ADOPT SITE SPECIFIC pH AND TURBIDITY OBJECTNES FOR

DEER CREEK IN EL DORADO AND SACRAMENTO COUNTIES

Revise Basin Plan sections as follows (Note: minor clarification language added by the
Executive Officer is shown in bold):

CHAPTER ill. - WATER QUALITY OBJECTNES

Add the following sentence after the general pH objective and immediately
preceding the site-specific objectives for pH in Goose Lake on page 111-6.00:

The followin2: site-specific obiectives replace the 2:eneral pH obiective. above. in its
entire"' for the listed water bodies:

Add the following sentence to the end of the "pH section" on page 111-6.00:

For Deer Creek. source to Cosumnes River. l2H shall not be d~ressed below 6.5 nor
raised above 8.5.

Add the following to the end of the "Turbidity section" on page 1ll-9.00:

For Deer Creek. source to Cosumnes River:
. . When the dilution ratio for discharges is less than 20: 1 and where natural

turbidity is less that 1 NeQhelometric TurbiditY Unit ilin,D. discharges shall not
cause the receiving water daily average turbidity to exceed 2 NTUs or daily
maximum turbidity to exceed 5 NTUs. Where natural turbidity is between 1 and
5 NTUs. dischargers shall not cause receiving water daily average turbiditY to
increase more than 1 NTU or daily maximum turbiditY to exceed 5 NTUs

. . Where discharge dilution ratio is 20: 1 or greater. or where natural turbidity is

greater than 5 NTUs. the general turbidity objectives shall aoQly.



AttachmentB

~ minor clarification language added by the Executive Officer is shown in bold

2-5 July 2002Staff Report
Functional Equivalent Document


